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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claim 10 has been cancelled. 



2. 



Claims 1,6,8,15,25, 28,34, and 39 have been amended. 



3. 



Claims 1 -9 and 11-41 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed 20 March 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

2. Referring to the rejection of claims 1,15, and 25, the Applicant contends that the 
prior art, Fontana et al. does not disclose single keyset used to decrypt encrypted data 
received from a different access point. The Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts 
that Fontana et al. discloses a keyset comprising two encryption keys. The two 
encryption keys referred to as the security key and the communications key are 
generated from the keyset. The security key is used to encrypt the software to protect 
the software and the key is used to decrypt the software during authorization. In order to 
decrypt the software, the security device must generate a security key and 
communications key which are the two keys used to make a single keyset (See page 3, 
Section 0036) Fontana et al. discloses on page 3, Section 0038, generating the 
security key and the communication key is difficult to determine electronically. The 
security key can be formatted in unencrypted form to decrypt the protected software. By 
making it impossible to compute the single keyset, the communications key and security 
key are protected which protects the software. 
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3. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1 -9 and 1 1 -41 are maintained in view of the 
reasons above and in view of the reasons below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9 and 11-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nyman et al. (Pub No. 2003/0037033) in view of Fontana et al. (Pub No. 
2003/0120605). 

Referring to the rejection of claims 1 and 25, Nyman et al. discloses a network 
analyzer for use in a computer network having wireless components providing 
encrypted data transmission and having at least two wireless access points with 
different encryption keysets, said network analyzer comprising: 

at least one wireless card adapted to receive encrypted data on one or more 
channels that said at least two wireless access points are using; (See page 8, Section 
0088) 

and a single keyset profile stored in a data store, said single keyset profile having 
a plurality of encryption keysets, each encryption keyset being used to decrypt 
encrypted data received from a different access point of said at least two wireless 
access points (See page 8, Section 0094) 
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However, Nyman et al. does not explicitly disclose a plurality of encryption 
keysets. 

Fontana et al. discloses a system and method for preventing unauthorized use of 
protected software utilizing a portable security device. 

Fontana et al. discloses an analyzer adapted to decrypt said encrypted data 
received by said at least wireless card by using each of said plurality of encryption 
keysets in sequence until all of said encrypted data has been decrypted (See page 3, 
Sections 0036-0037) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 2 and 26, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said encrypted data is stored in non- 
volatile memory before said data is decrypted (See page 8, Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
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process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 3 and 31 , (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein each access point of said at least two 
access points utilizes a unique keyset, wherein said profile contains each unique keyset 
(See page 19, Section 0185) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 4 and 32, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said single keyset profile comprises a 
plurality of encryption keysets with each encryption keyset comprising at least two keys 
(See page 19, Section 0188) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 
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Referring to the rejection of claims 5 and 33, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein each of said access points operates on a 
different AP channel (See page 9, Section 0101) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 6 and 34, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said at least one wireless card receives 
encrypted data from each of said access point channels for a predefined period of time 
(See page 9, Section 0097) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 7 and 30, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said at least one wireless card alternately 
receives encrypted data from each of said access points until said at least one wireless 
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card receives a defined quantity of encrypted data from each of said access points (See 
page 8, Section 0088) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 8, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein said data store is non-volatile memory (See 
page 15, Section 0152) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 9 and 27, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said encrypted data is stored in a data 
buffer before being stored in said data store (See page 15, Section 0153) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
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al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 1 1 and 37, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein each of said keysets uses at least 64 bit 
encryption (See page 19, Section 0187) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 12 and 38, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein each of said keysets uses at least 128 
bit encryption (See page 19, Section 0187) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 
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Referring to the rejection of claims 13 and 40, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said profile is stored internally in the 
network analyzer (See page 19, Section 0191) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claims 14 and 41 , (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana 
et al.) discloses the claimed limitation wherein said profile is encrypted (See page 8, 
Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 15, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses in a computer network having wireless components providing encrypted data 
transmission and receipt and comprising at least two wireless access points, said 
network having a different encryption keyset for each of said at least two access points, 
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said computer network further comprising at least one computer being connected to 
said network by a wireless network card and having an analyzer module, a method for 
decrypting data captured by said wireless network card from at least one of said at least 
two access points, said method comprising: 

a step for establishing a keyset profile accessible by the analyzer module, said 
keyset profile having all keysets being used by any of said at least two access points; 
(See page 8, Section 0094) 

a step for receiving encrypted data from at least one of said at least two access 
points and saving said encrypted data to a data store; (See page 8, Section 0094) 

and a step for decrypting said data in said data store using said keyset profile, 
(See page 8, Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 16, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein said step for saving said encrypted data further 
includes a step of saving said encrypted data to a data buffer before saving said data in 
said data store (See page 15, Section 0153) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 17, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein comprising a step for analyzing said decrypted 
data to identify any encrypted data (See page 8, Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 18, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein the step for decrypting said data includes 
decrypting said data using a first keyset associated with said keyset profile and 
decrypting said encrypted data using a second keyset associated with said keyset 
profile (See Fontana et al., page 3, Section 0036) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
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al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 19, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein comprising a step for repeatedly analyzing and 
decrypting said encrypted data until said encrypted data is completely decrypted (See 
page 8, Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 20, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein said step for repeatedly analyzing and 
decrypting is performed without input from a user of said analyzer module (See page 8, 
Section 0093) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
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process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 21 , (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein comprising a step for selecting said keyset 
profile for said at least two wireless access points (See page, 18, Section 0184) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 22, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein comprising a step for accessing said keyset 
profile at a location of said computer network remote from said analyzer module (See 
page 5, Section 0041) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 



Application/Control Number: 10/713,297 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2137 

Referring to the rejection of claim 23, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein said keyset profile is stored in an encrypted 
form and further comprising a step for decrypting said keyset profile and storing a 
decrypted version of said keyset profile local to said analyzer module (See page 8, 
Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 

Referring to the rejection of claim 24, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein comprising a step for displaying said decrypted 
data through at least one user interface (See page 8, Section 0093) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 
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Referring to the rejection of claim 28, (Nyman et al. modified by Fontana et al.) 
discloses the claimed limitation wherein said encrypted data in said data buffer is written 
to said data store prior to being decrypted (See page 8, Section 0094) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Nyman et al.'s wireless system with Fontana et 
al.'s software prevention method. Motivation for such an implementation would enable a 
more secure method of authorization which makes it difficult to bypass the authorization 
process or create substitute authorization devices which can be used either on a host 
processor or on an attached co-processor (See Fontana et al., page 1 , Section 0007) 



Conclusion 

1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to COURTNEY D. FIELDS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3871 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs. 6:00 - 4:00 
pm; off every Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Courtney D. Fields/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2137 
June 5, 2008 
/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2137 



